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Price $2.00 Per Year 


they are rendering united service. 


Party Platforms 


The following digest of portions of five party platforms 
dealing with agriculture, labor and relief, business and 
government, and foreign policy and war, was prepared 
by the staff of the Council for Social Action of the Con- 
gregational and Christian Churches and appeared in more 
extended form in Social Action for October 1, 1936.— 
The Editor. 

BUSINESS 


Democratic: Claims to have outlawed the manipulation of 
prices in stock and commodity markets ; to have “curbed unholy 
practises of utility holding companies”; seeks to eliminate cut- 
throat competition and monopolistic practices ; will continue to pro- 
mote plans for cheap power by the yardstick method. 

Republican: Would eliminate all unnecessary regulations and 
restore free enterprise and equal opportunity. 

Socialist: Proposes social ownership for such key industries 
as mines, railroads, banks and power. 

Communist: Declares that “industry and the productive powers 
of our nation must be used to give every working man and woman 
a real American standard of living.” 


Union: No mention. 
TAXATION AND CREDIT 
Democratic: Claims to “have fortified government finance” by 


increasing national income and to have lowered interest rates on 
government bonds; is determined to reduce the expenses of gov- 
ernment, to levy taxes according to the ability to pay, and to 
balance ‘the budget. 

Republican: Says national bankruptcy is threatened. Would 
“cut expenditures, drastically and immediately”. Would not in- 
crease taxes. The federal tax system would be revised to coor- 
dinate it with state and local systems. 

Socialist: Would drastically increase income and inheritance 
taxes; make a capital levy; and levy a tax to eliminate the un- 
earned increment of land values. 

Communist: Would balance the budget by a “sharply grad- 
uated tax upon incomes over $5000 a year upon corporate profits 
and surpluses, as well as taxation upon the present tax-exempt 
securities and large gifts and inheritances.” 

Union: Would retire all tax-exempt government bonds, and 
limit incomes and gifts. 


INFLATION AND CONTROL OF MONEY 

Democratic: Approves a permanently sound currency so 
“managed” as to prevent “wide fluctuations in value.” 

Republican: Advocates “a sound currency to be preserved at 
all hazards”; opposes further devaluation of the dollar. Would 
repeal all laws which delegate to the executive branch of govern- 
ment power to regulate the value of money. 

Socialist: Proposes the social ownership of banks. 

Communist: Opposes inflationary policies; favors the nation- 
alization of the entire banking system. 


Union: Would have Congress “coin, issue and regulate all 
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money and credit through a central bank”; would issue new money 
to re-finance farm and home indebtedness at low interest rates. 


Lasor ORGANIZATION 


Democratic: Has provided federal machinery for the peaceful 
settlement of disputes and to protect the worker’s right to collec- 
tive bargaining and self-organization “free from the interference 
of employers.” 

Republican: Would limit the government’s powers in the labor 
field; would protect the right of labor to organize or not to organ- 
ize, without interference from employers, employes, or any other 
persons. 

Socialist: Would establish the 30-hour week; guarantee the 
right of collective bargaining to all workers; and prohibit the 
formation of company unions and the use of injunctions, police 
or militia against labor. 

Communist: Would establish the 30-hour week at trade union 
rates without a North-South difference, and would outlaw all 
coercion of organized workers by their employers. 

Union: No mention. 


UNEMPLOYMENT AND RELIEF 


Democratic: Declares unemployment to be a national problem 
which the federal government has an inescapable obligation to 
meet when private business cannot provide work for all. Would 
provide relief in the form of work at prevailing wages on useful 
public projects in cooperation with state and local governments. 

Republican: Would remove restrictions on and the regulation 
of private business to make possible a recovery which it is —_ 
would absorb the unemployed. Would return relief to 
political local agencies” with some grants-in-aid to aaa pre 
and local grants. 

Socialist: Proposes an appropriation of six billion dollars by 
Congress for adequate relief and for a comprehensive program 
of useful public works, particularly public housing, at union wages. 

Communist: Would stop relief cuts, extend the W.P.A. and 
public works program; would empower ‘the government to operate 
idle industries for the benefit of the people. 

Union: Would institute federal works for the conservation of 
public lands, waters and forests at the prevailing wage. 


SoctaL SECURITY 

Democratic: Would expand the present program gradually to 
provide “economic security for all our people.” 

Republican: Would provide subsistence income to dependent 
citizens over 65 to be financed by “a direct tax widely distributed.” 

Socialist: Favors the enactment of the Frazier-Lundeen bill 
which would establish a federal system of unemployment insurance 
and old age pensions with benefits of at least $15 per week. 


Communist: Would make the Frazier-Lundeen bill “the law 
of the land.” 
Union: Proposes federal legislation to assure “reasonable and 


decent security for the aged.” 


CoNnsTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 


Democratic: Would “seek such clarifying amendments as will 
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assure . . . the power to enact those laws which . . . shall be 


found necessary .. . 

Republican: Believes that necessary social legislation can be 
enacted by the separate states “within the Constitution as it now 
stands.” 

Socialist: Favors adoption of the Child Labor amendment and 
the Farmers’ and Workers’ Rights amendment giving Congress 
power to enact necessary social legislation. 

Communist: Supports a Constitutional amendment “to put 
an end to the dictatorial and usurped powers of the Supreme 
Court. 


Union: No mention. 


Farm INCOME 


Democratic: Would use all means available to raise farm 
income; favors the production of all the market will absorb, but 
would balance production with demand. 

Republican: Would make benefit payments on the domestically 
consumed portion of crops having an exportable surplus; promises 
reasonable drought assistance. 

Socialist: \Vould stabilize farm prices at cost of production; 
would provide crop insurance. 

Communist: Would guarantee cost of production. 

Union: Would guarantee a profit to farmers; would protect 
farmers from low-cost foreign imports. 


CONSERVATION 


Democratic: Would continue the present soil conservation plan 
with payments to cooperating farmers; plan to purchase sub- 
marginal land and to continue a land use program and rural re- 
habilitation program. 

Republican: Would purchase non-productive farm land, with 
the approval of the state concerned, to be used for flood protec- 
tion, reforestation, or recreation; would make benefit payments to 
farmers cooperating in soil building. 

Socialist: No mention. 

Communist: Urges: soil conservation with compensation for 
loss of income. 


Union: Would protect public lands and forests by a federal 
work program. 


CreDIT AND TENURE 


Democratic: Pledges the full cooperation of the government 
in the refinancing of farm indebtedness at the lowest possible rates 
of interest and over a long period of years. 


Republican: Would provide farm credit at rates as low as 
other industries pay. 
Socialist: Would advance government credit to relieve work- 


ing farmers; would abolish tenant and corporation farming by 
establishing a use-and occupancy title for family-sized farms and 
by changing corporation farms into cooperative farms. 
Communist: Would refinance farm debts and declare a long- 
term moratorium on farm debts; would have a graduated land 
tax to prevent absentee land ownership and large land holdings. 


Union: Would finance farm mortgages at 1.5 per cent interest 
through a central bank which would issue all money and credit. 


COOPERATIVES 

Democratic: Would encourage “sound and _ practical farm 
cooperatives.” 

Republican: Would encourage cooperative marketing. 

Socialist: Would market, process and distribute farm products 
by cooperatives. 

Communist: Would exempt farm cooperatives from taxation. 

Union: No mention. 

RESOURCES AND TRADE 
Democratic: \Vill “continue to foster the increase in our for- 


eign trade” and seek by mutual agreement the lowering of tariff 
barriers and quotas. 

Republican: Would repeal the present reciprocal trade agree- 
ment law and “adjust tariffs with a view to promoting interna- 
tional trade.” 

Socialist: Favors the “abandonment of our imperialist ad- 
ventures” abroad. 


Communist: No mention. 


‘Union: Favors “a self-contained and self-sustained” America, 
with domestic markets protected by legislation. 


INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION 


Democratic: No mention. 

Republican: Pledges that “America shall not become a mem- 
ber of the League of Nations nor of the World Court”; favors 
international arbitration through “free, independent tribunals.” 


Socialist: Advocates “the development of internationalism 
among the peoples of the world.” 
Communist: Advocates “effective financial and _ economic 


measures” by the League of Nations against Germany, Italy and 
Japan, these measures to be supported by the U. S. government, 
Union: No mention of World Court or League. 


NEUTRALITY LEGISLATION 


Democratic: Promises to continue to observe “a true neutrality 
in the disputes of others” and “to guard against being drawn, by 
political commitments, international banking or private trading, 
into any war which may develop anywhere.” 

Republican: No mention. 

Socialist: Favors “strengthening of neutrality laws’; would 
oppose any war in which the government engages. 

Communist: Advocates a peace policy “based on complete 
prohibition of the sale or delivery of goods, or the granting of 
loans to nations engaged in a foreign war contrary to the pro- 
visions of the Kellog Peace Pact.” 


Union: Opposes “foreign entanglements” of any sort. 


War Prorits AND MuNITIONS CONTROL 


Democratic: Promises to work “to take the profits out of war.” 

Republican: Will cooperate with other nations in the “control 
of traffic in arms.” 

Socialist: Would eliminate profits from war and war prepar- 
ation; would nationalize the munitions industry. 

Communist: Would “nationalize the munitions industry.” 

Union: Favors “conscription of wealth as well as conscription 
of men.” 


PREPAREDNESS 

Democratic: Urges preparedness “to resist aggression against 
ourselves.” 

Republican: 
defense.” 

Socialist: “Not a penny, not a man to the military arms of 
the government.” 

Communist: Considérs “the expenditure of billions for arma- 
ments and war preparations unnecessary and provocative.” 

Union: Favors “an adequate and perfect defense for our 
country from foreign aggression,” and declares that our armaments 
“must not be used under any consideration in foreign fields.” 


Favors armaments “adequate for our national 


Undernourished Families 


In connection with the effort of the United States De- 
partments of Labor and Agriculture working in coopera- 
tion to discover how wage and small salaried workers 
spend their incomes one of the most important facts re- 
vealed is the actual amounts and kinds of food workers 
buy and use. The Bureau of Home Economics of the 
Department of Agriculture is analyzing food budgets by 
scientific standards to see whether families have proper 
nourishment. 

The food budgets have been classified as (1) an ade- 
quate diet at minimum cost, within the limits of which a 
family can keep only if it exercises the greatest care in 
buying and chooses only foods which are cheap and con- 
tain the necessary elements; (2) an adequate diet at mod- 
erate cost providing more vegetables, meat and fruit; 
and (3) a liberal diet which allows more choice of the 
higher priced foods—meat, eggs, fruit. 
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As yet the findings on family nourishment present data 
for only a few cities. They cover only representative 
families whose income was $500 a year or more and 
whose breadwinner had work for more than half of a 
normal working year. No families on relief are included 
and living standards in normal times rather than living 
standards in depression are the subjects of measurement. 

The Department of Labor has found that in New Or- 
leans 31 per cent of the families studied, and 43 per cent 
in Birmingham, are not spending enough for food to buy 
even the adequate diet at minimum cost. In eight North 
Atlantic cities, of 73 families studied by the Department 
of Agriculture only 26 per cent had an adequate diet and 
a generous margin for safety; 44 per cent had adequate 
nourishment but little or no margin for safety; and 30 
per cent did not have enough food to meet even the 
minimum requirements. As income rose food budgets 
improved, but of those who had least to spend 75 per 
cent were undernourished while in the middle group 20 
per cent were undernourished. In the highest group all 
the families had an adequate diet. 


Although data are not yet available which will show 
for the United States as a whole what income will assure 
a satisfactory food budget for a family of four, the figures 
for Detroit indicate that families with less than $1900 do 
not spend enough for food to provide the adequate diet 
at moderate cost. The Department of Agriculture esti- 
mates that for the United States as a whole family income 
of $1800 a year is necessary for an adequate diet at mod- 
erate cost and $3000 for liberal diet. 

The Monthly Survey of Business, September, 1936, 
published by the American Federation of Labor claims 
that “if American wage earners could buy enough food 
for an adequate diet at moderate cost, it would make a 
vast difference to American farmers. . . . The adequate 
diet at moderate cost would put under cultivation 55,000,- 
000 more acres than the minimum cost diet; the liberal 
diet would add another 55,000,000 acres. These diets 
would create many more jobs, for the higher quality foods 
require more labor to produce. 

“Actually, today, we have enough acreage under culti- 
vation to provide the adequate diet at moderate cost, but 
some of these acres have been producing a surplus of 
other products and bringing down prices, while others 
have been destroyed by drought and dust storms. If 
workers could buy even an adequate diet at moderate 
cost, farmers could produce needed food instead of piling 
up unnecessary surplus. This would mean adding F000. 
000 acres of fruit trees, doubling our present production ; 
2,000,000 acres of truck crops, increasing production 66 
per cent, adding 17,700,000 dairy cows, increasing our 
present herds 71 per cent. All of this would mean better 
paid jobs for farmers and farm laborers and new oppor- 
— for those homeless in the great midwestern dust- 

wil. 

“This shows what production for use could mean to 
one great industry which employs 8,500,000 paid workers 
and serves 127,000,000 customers—our entire nation.” 


Educational Services on Foreign Affairs 


The Foreign Policy Association (8 West 40th St., 
New York, N. Y.) has announced that their Popular 
Education Department is now offering complete discussion 
programs for four meetings based on each Headline Book. 
Programs for single meetings on each book are also 
available as are a packet of charts in poster size, re- 
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produced from Headline Books. Two programs have 
also been worked out for panel discussion: “Who Is 
Guilty in Asia?’—an inquisition and trial; and “Has 
World Organization Failed ?”—a hearing. 


Questionnaire on War and Peace 


Twenty-nine prominent churchmen sent a questionnaire 
on war and peace to about 100,000 Protestant and Jewish 
clergymen. About 13,000 replied, and the results were 
made public by Bishop James C. Baker, of the San Fran- 
cisco area of the Methodist Episcopal Church. The ques- 
tions asked and the percentage replying “Yes” to each 
question are as follows: 


1. “In seeking to protect the lives of its citizens in 
foreign lands and on the high seas, should the United 
States government refrain under all circumstances from 
resort to war and always restrict itself to pacific methods ?” 
69 per cent. 


2. “Do you favor armed action on the part of the 
members of the League of Nations against a nation which 
the Assembly of the League pronounces guilty of armed 
invasion of another country, if public opinion, diplomatic 
pressure and economic embargo prove inadequate as 
deterrents ?” 36 per cent. 


3. “If all obligation to participate in the use of armed 
sanctions against an aggressor nation were removed from 
the Covenant, would you favor membership in the League 
of Nations by the United States?” 65 per cent. 

4. “Do you favor participation by the United States 
in a world economic conference for the purpose of formu- 
lating a procedure by which the superior economic ad- 
vantages now enjoyed by certain nations may be shared 
more equitably with less fortunate people?” 89 per cent. 


5. “Are you personally prepared to state that it is 
your present purpose not to sanction any future war 
or participate as an armed combatant?” 56 per cent. 

6. “Do you favor a nation-wide series of religious 
services in which individuals who have reached a mature 
decision not to sanction or participate in any future war 
may simultaneously proclaim this deep conviction?” 64 
per cent. 

The analysis of replies by denominations shows a wide 
variation. To the first question, more than half in each 
group (16 communions, seminary students, and miscellane- 
ous) reply, yes. The United Presbyterians vote lowest, 
53 per cent, while the Church of the Brethren are highest, 
91 per cent. 

Question 2 shows a greater proportion of doubt than 
any of the others. The United Presbyterians alone vote 
54 per cent, yes, and only four groups vote more than 
50 per cent, no. The Church of the Brethren votes 71 
per cent, no, while the Congregational-Christian, Evan- 
gelical and Reformed, and miscellaneous groups vote from 
51 to 54 per cent, no. 

Only 35 per cent of the Lutherans vote for membership 
in the League if the obligations to observe sanctions are 
removed from the Covenant. More than 50 per cent of all 
the other groups, except the “miscellaneous” one, vote 
for membership under such conditions. The seminary 
students vote highest, 79 per cent. 

There is a greater degree of unity on the proposal for 
a world economic conference than on any of the other 
questions. The vote, yes, ranges from 78 per cent 
(Lutheran) to 94 per cent (Methodist, North, seminary 
students, and Universalist and Unitarian). 
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The Lutherans vote lowest, 35 per cent, as might be 
expected, on the question of refusing to participate in any 
future armed combat, though the Southern Presbyterians, 
United Presbyterians, and Episcopalians are only very 
slightly higher. The Church of the Brethren vote 92 
per cent yes. The vote on a series of services in which 
conscientious objectors may “simultaneously proclaim this 
deep conviction” on question five, ranges a trifle higher 
in most groups than does that of the previous question. 
Apparently the idea appeals to a good many who are not 
themselves prepared to take such a stand. 


The Adult Study Catalogue 


A new “research service for teachers and group leaders” 
in adult education entitled Adult-Study Catalogue is being 
published by the Service Bureau for Adult Education, 
Division of General Education, New York University, 
20 Washington Square North, New York, N. Y. It is 
published eight times a year, October to May, and the 
annual subscription price is $1.00. 

In Vol. I, No. I, 103 references to books, pamphlets and 
periodical articles are listed. The announcement states 
that the periodical will endeavor to be “a research service 
in teaching materials to the teacher and group leader on 
the firing line.” The purpose will be to list not only 
publications but also motion picture films, maps, lantern 
slides and other visual aids. Names and addresses of 
publishers are given together with prices. Each item 
listed will be examined by a member of the staff of the 
Service Bureau. No attempt will be made to appraise 
the value of the material catalogued although it is planned 
to make descriptions- so that the teacher will have informa- 
tion to judge the worth of the items. 


“The International Observer” 


Copies of Vol. 1, No. 1, of “a popular quarterly” 
edited by Peter Manniche, principal of the International 
People’s College, Elsinore, Denmark, have been received 
in the United States. The new periodical will be written 
mainly by persons identified with the International People’s 
College and other Scandinavian Folk High Schools. 

Dr. Manniche tells how the International People’s 
College was started. It grew out of his own experience 
in the Danish Army in 1914, an army that did not fight. 
He reflected on the need for friendly contacts between 
peoples. In 1921 there was started a college that used 
the method of the now famous Scandinavian Folk High 
Schools among a student body gathered from many na- 
tions. 

An idea of the scope of the journal may be obtained 
by a reference to some of the articles. Alf Alberg, 
principal of Brunnsviks Folk High School, Sweden, dis- 
cusses “Individualism and Collectivism.” Dr. Manniche 
writes on “Cooperation and Other Aspects of Danish 
Life.” “Non-Political Idealistic Youth Unions in Den- 
mark” are described by Thomas Christensen of the Hong 
Folk High School for Small Holders. C. P. O. Christian- 
sen, principal of Frederiksborg High School, has an 
article on “Cooperation between Scandinavian countries 
and Scandinavian High Schools.” Numerous labor and 
cooperative colleges in Europe are advertised. 

The publisher is G. E. C. Gad, Copenhagen, Denmark, 
and the subscription price is $1.00 for two years. 


Pamphlets 


Here are Forests: Their Relation to Human Progress in the 
Age of Power. By Martha Bensley Bruére. ashington, 
D. C., U. S. Government Printing Office, 1936. 

A very attractive pamphlet describing the contribution of forests 
to human welfare, and the work of the Forest Service. 


Democracy and the Negro. By Marion Cuthbert. New York, 
Council for Social Action (289 Fourth Ave.), 1936. 10 cents, 


A Negro, who is a secretary of the National Board of the 
Y.W.C.A., describes the failure of democracy in regard to Negroes, 
They have unequal opportunities for education; are not protected 
in the exercise of their basic rights as citizens; do not have 
equality before the law, and are discriminated against in industry. 
A program for church activity is suggested. A brief bibliography 
is appended. 


The Truth About the Liberty League. International Pamph- 
lets Ne - New York, International Pamphlets (799 Broad- 
way), 


A study of the Liberty League including its p: 


rogram, its sup- 
porters, the use made of its funds, and its relation to political 
parties, from a radical viewpoint. 


In the Magazines 


New York Times Magazine. September 27, 1936, 


Duranty, Walter. “Sparks that Light Revolutions.”—“The 
word ‘revolution’ commonly implies a far-reaching social up- 
heaval.” Hitler, Mussolini and General Franco are not fighting 
bolshevism, but rather “the old fight of a privileged minority and 
of the ‘vested interests’ against the mass of their fellow-country- 
men.” A successful counter-revolution requires “a numerically 
strong bourgeoisie, the support of the army and the police, and 
intelligent leadership. The requisites for a revolution are great 
popular discontent, a numerically or morally weak bourgeoisie, 
the neutrality if not the support of the army and, once more, 
intelligent leadership.” For both, also, “the choice of the psycho- 
logical moment for action” is a “factor of cardinal importance.” 


Radical Religion (New York). Autumn, 1936. 


Franklin, Sam H., Jr. “Adventures in Applied Christianity.”— 
The first few months’ experience of the Delta Cooperative Farm 
(See INFoRMATION SERVICE of June 13,1936, for a description of 
the farm) shows the importance of the experiment, the need of 
realistic education in the function of cooperatives and of much 
study in the field of coordinating them with other efforts toward 
a socialized economy,” “the great possibility for capturing the 
support of the youth of today which a venture such as the 
cooperative farm holds, implicitly within it,’ “the need for a 
religious outlook that both animates and transcends our efforts at 
social rebuilding.” 


American Scholar (New York). Autumn, 1936. 


Duggan, Stephen. “Entangled in the Open Door.’—The only 
alternative to war with Japan is a policy of acquiescence for the 
time being. The Exclusion Act of 1924, which is “the chief 
source of discord in the relations between the United States and 
Japan,” should be “abrogated in our own interest and for the 
peace of the world.” “We are not going to fight Japan to save 
China. Neither is Great Britain nor Russia nor any country 
except as an aid in the defense of its own interests. Only the 
Chinese can save China. . . . It may take fifty years for her to 
recover her former political status. . . . Despite the bitterness of 
Chinese patriots China can wait, and it is just possible that in 
these dynamic days she might not have to wait fifty years.” 

Millis, Walter. “Man Proposes—Can Uncle Sam Dispose?’— 
The “necessary foundation” of a “practicable general policy of 
neutrality” is “a clear definition of national interest, a clear 
popular agreement upon those national aims . . . which are 
important enough to assert by force of arms and which arms 
give some promise of being able to realize. . . . I suspect that the 
establishment of general peace is certainly one which can never 
be achieved by force of arms, while many of our supposed 
national interests are not worth the costs and agony of their 
defence by war.” 


(Printed in U. S. A.) 
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